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Remarks 

This Amendment is in response to the Office Action dated May 18, 2005. Claims 
1-32 are pending in this application. Claims 21-31 have been withdrawn from consideration. 
The Office Action rejected claims 1-4, 7, 9-13, 20 and 32 citing 35 USC § 102(b) over Edwin et 
aL (US 20020095205; hereinafter "Edwin"); and rejected claims 5, 6 5 8 and 14-19 citing 35 USC 
§ 1 03(a) over Edwin as applied to claim 1, and further in view of any of Lombardi et aL (US 
6203568), Hossainy et al. (US 6635082) or Schaldach et al. (US 20020103528). 

By this Amendment, claims 1, 20 and 32 are amended. Applicants reserve the 
right to prosecute any cancelled subject matter in a subsequent patent application claiming 
priority to the immediate application. Support for the amendments may be found at least in 
Figures 3a-3c and in the specification at page 6, lines 9-13. No new matter has been added. 
Reconsideration in view of the above amendments and the following remarks is respectfully 
requested. 

Claim Rejections 

The Office Action rejected claims 1-4, 7, 9-13, 20 and 32 citing 35 USC § 102(b) 
over Edwin. The Office Action also rejected claims 5, 6, 8 and 14-19 citing 35 USC § 103(a) 
over Edwin "as applied to claim 1," and further in view of any of Lombardi et al., Hossainy et al. 
or Schaldach et al. 

Applicants assert that Edwin is not valid prior art to the immediate application 
under 35 USC § 102(b). Edwin published on July 18, 2002. The immediate application was 
filed on June 19, 2003. Thus, Edwin was not available "more than one year prior to the date of 
the application. . as required by 35 USC § 102(b), and Edwin is not prior art under 35 USC § 
102(b). 

Therefore, the rejections under 35 USC § 102(b), and the rejections under 35 USC 
§ 103(a) applying Edwin "as applied to claim 1" are moot. 

Applicants have further amended die independent claims, and all of the claims are 
believed to be patentable over the applied references. Accordingly, Applicants request 
withdrawal of the rejections. 
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Conclusion 

Based on at least the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicants respectfully 
submit this application is in condition for allowance. Favorable consideration and prompt 
allowance of claims 1-20 and 32 are earnestly solicited. 

Should the Examiner believe that anything further would be desirable in order to 
place this application in better condition for allowance, the Examiner is invited to contact 
Applicants' undersigned representative at the telephone number listed below. 



Respectfully submitted, 

VIDAS, ARRETT & STEINKRAUS 



6109 Blue Circle Drive, Suite 2000 
Minnetonka, MN 55343-9185 
Telephone: (952) 563-3000 
Facsimile: (952) 563-3001 

f:\wpwork\jgl\10964us01_amd_200508 11 .doc 




r G. Laabs 
8§istrationNo.: 53170 



PAGE 8/13 * RCVD AT 8/11/2005 4:08:25 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-«/25 • DNIS:2738300 • CS!D:952 503 3009 " DURATION <mm-ss): 08-20 



